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aging Editor; Major General C. A. Willoughby, USA 
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THE WORLD COURT: 
THREAT TO AMERICAN SOVEREIGNTY 


American sovereignty, independence, rights and liberties, which were the ideals of the Founding 
Fathers of our nation, are becoming more and more obscure these days under the barrage of propaganda 
released by “One Worlders,” “Internationalists,’ and ‘United Nations” advocates. “Isolationists” is a 
derogatory term used to describe those who hold the basic premise that the American Constitution and 
the Bill of Rights afford our people the greatest freedom and individual opportunity of any nation in the 
world and that to retain these rights, America must retain its sovereignty. 











Agreeing with the Soviets that America can be conquered “without firing a shot,” the ‘““one-world”’ 
forces seek to bring about this subjugation by “legal” means. The League of Nations, the United Na- 
tions, The World Court and other international co-operative organizations all serve to further enmesh us 
into the gears of subservience grinding out the ultimate Communist world conquest. Numerous “Alger 
Hiss’s” have been strategically placed in our government to foster and promote this Communist “Utopia.” 


LEGAL LOSS OF AMERICAN SECURITY 


On February 23, 1954, Senator William Jenner unmasked the efforts of the “fifth column” forces 
when he said: 


“Today the path to total dictatorship in the United States can be laid by strictly legal means, un- 
seen and unheard by the Congress, the President, or the People . . . This political-action group has its own 
local political support organizations, its own pressure groups, its own vested interests, its foothold with- 
in our Government, and its own propaganda apparatus. 


“Outwardly, we have a constitutional Government. We have operating within our Government 
and political system, another body representing another form of government, a bureaucratic elite, which 
believes our Constitution is outmoded, and is sure that it is on the winning side. 


“From my work on the Committee on Internal Security, I assure you that the Communist strategists 
fully understand the nature of this new branch of our Government, if we do not. 


€ 


‘, .. All the strange developments in foreign policy agreements may be traced to this group who 
are going to make us over to suit their pleasure. 





“. . . Someone, somewhere, conceived the brilliant 
strategy of revolution by the assembly line. The pat- 
tern for total revolution was divided into separate parts, 
each of them as innocent, safe and familiar-looking as 
possible. 


“.. . The men who made the blueprints knew 
exactly what the final product is to be. They have 
planned the final assembly years ahead. 


“... The United Nations Charter contains the seeds 
of power to deprive our States of a republican form 
of government, guaranteed by the Constitution. It has 
within the pattern for making the States into satellite 
provinces, subject to Congress, which under the United 
Nations Charter, will have to tell them what to do.” 


THE WORLD COURT — ASSEMBLY LINE 
REVOLUTION 


Through the International Court of Justice (World 
Court), an integral part of the UN Charter, the assem- 
bly line destruction of the United States can be carried 
out — opinion by opinion. 


On July 25, 1946, Senate Resolution 196 was 
adopted. It provided for the unconditional acceptance 
by the United States of the compulsory jurisdiction of 
the International Court of Justice, also known as the 
World Court. As of August 3, 1946, a reservation or 
condition was introduced by the then Senator Connally, 
whereby it was provided that the acceptance by the 
U.S.A. of the jurisdiction of the World Court “shall 
not apply to disputes with regard to matters which are 
essentially within the jurisdiction of the United States, 
AS DETERMINED BY THE UNITED STATES.” 
This provision is known as the Connally Reservation. 
Internationalists are most unhappy that the U.S. has 
reserved the right to determine what matters it will 
permit the World Court to adjudicate in so far as the 
rights of the United States are concerned. Thus, there 
is a concerted attempt in both houses of Congress (S. 
Res. 94 and House Joint Res. 558) to repeal the Con- 
nally Reservation. 


The repeal of the Connally Reservation subjects the 
U.S.A. irrevocably to the jurisdiction of the World 
Court in any matter in which it decides that it has juris- 
diction and we have no appeal from such decision or 
from any adjudication it may make. 


Our Guantanamo Base in Cuba and the Panama 
Canal both make good cases in point. Were the Con- 
nally Reservation repealed, we could be hauled up be- 
fore the World Court on our rights to the Guantanamo 
Naval Base and the Panama Canal. If the members of 
the World Court decided that it was in the best inter- 
national interests (the complete breakdown of our na- 
tional and military might) to restore these U.S. posses- 
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sions to other governments, we would be forced to ~ 
comply. 


WORLD COURT MAKE-UP 


The International Court of Justice consists of 15 | 
members elected by the UN General Assembly and — 
the Security Council. The judges on the World Court 7 
serve for 9 years and no two judges can be citizens of © 
the same nation. The United States has one citizen on 
the Court and the Soviet Union has one. Communist 
Poland also has a seat on the World Court. We are | 
thus outnumbered two-to-one by the Kremlin on this 7 
Court and the Communists are entitled to a seat for | 
any captive nation from which they may get a judge 
elected. 


Just as they have used the United Nations, the } 
Communists will use the World Court as a forum of 
Communist conspiracy propaganda and as a tool to 
serve the revolutionary purpose of international Com- 
munism. In addition, there is not the slightest assur- 
ance that other judges on the World Court would side 
with the United States in cases where there is dispute 
between our country and our deadly Communist enemy. 
Some of the other judges come from socialist and neu- | 
tralist nations. Suppose a decision of this World Court 7 
went against the Kremlin and in America’s favor — | 
would the Communist leaders submit to it? Most cer- | 
tainly not! They have not accepted the jurisdiction of | 
the Court yet and they do not intend to unless they | 
feel certain that the decision in question would be in 
their favor. : 


THE SOVIET “CONNALLY AMENDMENT” 


On July 15, 1954, the World Court removed from | 
its calendar a United States complaint against the Soviet _ 
Union and its puppet Hungarian government because | 
the Communist governments “were not prepared to | 
accept the jurisdiction of the Court in these cases.” (Yet 
this is the very freedom which the “Internationalists” | 
and “One Worlders” would have us forfeit through | 
the repeal of the Connally Amendment. Does the | 
Kremlin have more “humanitarian” discretion than our 
own Government? ) The American complaint involved | 
the seizure and fining of the crew of an American 
transport plane which was forced to land in Hungary — 
on November 19, 1951. The Communists held the | 
crew six weeks and did not free them until payment of | 
$120,000 by the United States. 


There is a move now to have the international 
jurists appointed for life so as to give them “greater 
independence.” Greater independence from what? From | 
whem? And, why? It is well to note that the World’ 
Court is in no way bound or guided by any definite’ 
rules or system of law such as the common law or the” 

(See “COURT” on page 7) 
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An impartial analysis of political, economic and military events in the critical 
areas of the world, derived from confidential sources, with emphasis on facts 
that have not been made fully public. Editor: Major General C. A. Willoughby, 


U.S.A. Ret. MacArthur's Chief of Intelligence 1939-1951. 


THE BERLINER ILLUSTRIRTE 
REVIVAL BY ALEX SPRINGER 


The rubble of bomb-shattered Berlin — like that 
of Dresden, remains a sinister symbol of the shape of 
war to come, an index of the hideous degeneracy of 
our age: in politics — the diletante Jacobinism of the 
20th Century, in war—the return to absolute bar- 
barism, enormously magnified by the diabolical trap- 
pings of nuclear science. 


And yet — in the revival of this agonized city there 
is a confirmation of the unquenchable spirit of the 
West, the fitful flicker of light in the murky, suffocat- 
ing darkness of “Mongoloid-Panslavism” (a MacArthur 
phrase! ) that feeds on the intellectual scraps of Marx 
and Bakunin. 


From the ashes of Berlin, there was to rise not one 
Phoenix but a veritable flock of them — in industry, 
in architecture, in the arts and letters, a resurgence of 
optimism, a feeling of European solidarity against the 
backdrop of Russian oriental despotism. 


The revival of the “Berliner Illustrirte” is in the 
pattern of the day, though it was made possible only 
by the intervention of Axel Springer (of Altona), one 
of Europe’s most aggressive and able publishers who 
believes it possible to defend Western civilization 
against the savage hordes of a modern Ghengis Khan. 


The “Berliner Illustrirte”’ appeared for fifty-one 
(51) years without an “e,” an early printing error that 
was cleverly converted into a tradition. Hitler had the 
bright idea of doing at least one thing right and 
changed the spelling to the grammatically correct 
“Tllustrierte.” The publishing house of Ullstein, famous 
in pre-war Germany, restored the old faulty spelling — 
a nostalgic gesture of defiance, a post-mortem protest 
against Hitler and Stalin and currently Ulbricht, who 
Sits in truncated East Germany, satrap of the Kremlin, 
a German Communist renegade, operating under the 
trade-mark of Cain. 
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APPLIED PSYCHOLOGY IN PRINT 

To pursue the trite but useful cliche of the renascent 
Phoenix, a special edition of the “J//ustrirte’ has just 
appeared. In lay-out, quality of typography and paper, 
in photography and color print, this issue is equal to 
the best American “slicks.” With the cover picture of 
President Kennedy, (one of his finest portraits so far 
published) 200,000 copies were mailed to leaders in 
all walks of American life. It could be said that this 
is as shrewd and aggressive a piece of “public relations” 
(or psychological warfare — if you prefer that over- 
worked label) that has come to our notice. We made 
it a point to check with a “Madison Avenue” advertis- 
ing expert who knows something of “densities of dis- 
tribution” in mailing lists on a national scale, to reach 
a cross section of Americana. He came up with the 
following tabulation: 


POTENTIAL DENSITIES OF DISTRIBUTION, 
NATIONAL MAILING LIST 
Universities — Colleges 
Universities & College Trustees 
Universities & Colleges 
College Bookstores 
College Libraries 
Private Schools 
Libraries, general lists 
U. S. Libraries 
Highschool Libraries 
Catholic Highschool Libraries 
Private Highschool Libraries 
Newspapers, general lists 
U. S. Daily Newspapers 
U. S. Weekly Newspapers 
Catholic Newspapers 
College Newspapers 
Commentators, radio, etc. ............e0200- 
Patriotic & Military Societies 
American Legion Posts 
Am. Legion Americanization Programs ...... 30,000 
Veterans Foreign Wars 
Military Camps Distributors 
Clubs, civic & political 
American Coalition 
Associated Clubs 
Sccinl: SRRVACA COR bia oie aod eiockba le nai ete ders « 
Farm Leaders & Orgns 
Chambers of Commerce 


SO BNAWN AWD 








Presidents of Indust. Corporations .......... 16,830 29 


International Clubs & Organizations ........ 2,000 30 
Churches, Clergy & Educators ................. 31 
MS CLG. Pais 545 oo uo Seo han boos 19,000 32 
I ooo coh aos ig.ls Gin e's ow win Wee pine x 54,732 33 
REE oo Sy Os nvm 9)s 5% «aie wies.s os 46,000 34 
oe EO”) 6 ee eee ee 3,175 35 
Miscellaneous Addresses ................2+2055 36 
ee a ee ee 1,000 37 
Embassies & Consulates ...................- 2,000 38 
Military publications, Stars & Stripes ........ 500 39 
Chambers of Commerce, multi-national ...... 500 40 


* * * 


With constantly changing mailing lists, the aggregate fluctu- 
ates between 250/275,000 eens, While all recipient categor- 
ies are “good” from the viewpoint of reaching conservative, 
cultured readers, some categories can be classified as “opinion 
forming” while others enjoy “political and social prominence” 
viz: Line 3, 8, 13, 17 and 32 (opinion); Line 2, 24, 25, 29, 33 
and 34 (Socio-political). It is not easy to assess an accurate evalu- 
ation since the United States is not a homogenous structure. 
However, with an announced mailing of 200,000 copies, the 
“Berliner Illustrirte” could reach from 65/75% of the American 
“intelligentsia” as well as the “leaders” in economic, fiscal and 
industrial areas. 


The house of Ullstein was seized by the Nazis in 
1933. With the “special issue,” it is evident that its 
editorial brilliance has not faded in the hiatus. The last 
issue of the “Illustrirte’ (before Hitler) was dated 
January 29, 1933. The last page (then) was 136. For 
that reason, the current issue begins with Page 137 and 
the title resumes without the Hitlerian “e.” The 
Phoenix genus Ullstein-Springer crows lustily (if a 
Phoenix crows —or does he only shriek raucously? ) 
and flaps his iridescent wings (or are they drab?) de- 
fiantly over West and East Berlin plus the Soviet Zone 
inclusive. 


There are shrewd observations and brilliant pas- 
sages in this spectacular issue, from which the “profile” 
of Berlin emerges sharply etched — defiant in the face 
of open Communist threats, stoical under the irritation 
of Kremlinist chicanery. Positions are taken that are 
possibly controversial (and have already been chal- 
lenged) and we will probably give them an impartial 
hearing in later issues. 


U. S.-SOVIET ALLIANCE 


On April 12, 1945, the day of the death of Frank- 
lin D. Roosevelt, the 2nd U.S. Armored Division cap- 
tured the city of Magdeburg and was about to cross the 
Elbe. Suddenly, orders came to pull back: The road to 
Berlin was never taken . . . The Russian gambit to 
compel Allied withdrawal from Berlin can be traced 
back to an American political blunder of first magni- 
tude. There is enough post-war evidence that Roosevelt 
has made concessions to Stalin that were totally un- 
necessary. He did not have the slightest conception of 
the global Communist menace. 


The initial division of Germany into Occu- 
pation Zones was an inter-Allied political agree- 
ment signed in London, September 1944. The 
precise delineation of the “military front” how- 
ever, was a responsibility of the local Com- 
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Berliner jiuftrirte 


RMANY 





A special issue of BERLINER ILLUSTRIRTE has 
just appeared for Americans. It tells the story of Berlin. 
Its purpose is to inform. The magazine is also a token of 
gratitude from Berlin to its many friends in the United 
States. , 

BERLINER ILLUSTRIRTE presents a realistic pic- 
ture of Berlin’s situation, life in the divided city, and its 
citizens. These are the people who, surrounded by a ‘red 
sea,’ live with danger and are not afraid. They are conf- 
dent that the free world is on their side, shoring up their 
right to freedom. 

This special issue of the once leading German publi- 
cation, the world’s first picture magazine, is being put 
out by the German publisher Axel Springer in the Ull- 
stein Publishing House in Berlin, at a time when freedom 
once again is threatened. 





mander. Eisenhower’s casual acceptance of a 
Berlin “enclave” surrounded by Russian troops, 
without American controlled access routes, was 
militarily unsound. We accept, of course, that 
heavy White House pressures were applied — 
but Eisenhower could have protested for the 
record as MacArthur protested the Chinese sanc- 
tuary beyond the Yalu. The Eisenhower reports 
(at the time) are pretty conclusive: “. .. Berlin 
was no longer a military objective of major im- 
portance .. . the decision not to enter Berlin 
was based primarily on military not political 
consideration” etc. etc., a complete “cover-up” 
for Roosevelt and Churchill. The General halted 
his troops at the Elbe. The Russians did not 
move into the City for two more weeks and then 
to stage incredible orgies of rape, looting and 
murder unparalleled since Ghengis Khan. Roose- 
velt-Eisenhower’s chickens have come home to 
roost — except that they turned out to be full- 
fledged vultures. 


March 24, 1961 
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From here on, Quemoy and Berlin have become 
targets for co-ordinated maneuvers from a central posi- 
tion, enabling the Russians to shift from Asia to Mid- 
Europe at will and keep the punch-drunk West hanging 
on the ropes. The ill-omened London agreement, that 
stopped Eisenhower in his tracks and divided Germany 
into Occupation Zones, also provided the juridical basis 
for the “Four Power Status” for the German capital 


city. 
DIPLOMATIC INCOMPETENCE IS REWARDED 


The Russians, perfidious beyond any recorded his- 
torical parallel, promptly set about to test these “agree- 
ments” in 1948 by what became known as the “Berlin 
Blockade.” All ground traffic came to a halt; the bar- 
riers were down for almost a year. In 1948, the U.S. 
still held an edge on atomic weapons — which time 
would eventually erode — and could have called the 
bluff. We chose an expensive airlift instead and the 
progressively effective weapon of the counter-blockade. 


It turned into a Pyrrhic victory. The Jessup- 
Malik negotiations to resolve the impasse, failed 
to nail down the “policy of the open road,” the 
unmolested right to transit between Berlin and 
West-Germany. Mr. Jessup was recently reward- 
ed for his diplomatic failure in getting a seat on 
the World Court. 


Soviet troops flooded around the Berlin island and 
behind that shield, the Commissars of tyranny spent the 
next 15 years in establishing an ironclad economic 
“colonialism” in Eastern Europe. The spasmodic at- 
tempts to strangle and engulf Berlin are part of the 
Red master-plan. So far, Western response has been 
devious and erratic, but somehow effective. Every truck 
that rolls on the “Autobahn” from the West, keeps a 
little light burning in Dresden, Warsaw, Prague and 
Budapest. 


There are some traffic statistics that tell a sugges- 
tive story on the isolation of the long suffering city: 
300 trains a day once left pre-war Berlin; today this 
figure has shrunk to 9 passenger trains in winter and 
11 in summer. Goods are mainly hauled by truck and 
barge services. 8000 barges ply the canals that lead to 
West Berlin. Over 5000 motor vehicles use the four 
entry highways every day. The Reds collect $8,000,000 
in highway tolls, regarded by transport officials as 
brazen highway robbery. Every administrative chican- 
ery known to Russian bureaucracy has been applied at 
one time or another. 


DEFENSE: THE BERLIN DILEMMA 


Berlin is an isolated military outpost, an island in 
a hostile sea, a fortress with a token garrison. Under 
normal military ratios it is untenable. It is a tethered 


The WEEKLY CRUSADER 


DIE ZEIT 


goat made ready for the tiger’s spring. The bait is al- 
most irresistible. Nineteen Soviet garrisons with 400,- 
000 troops directly encircle Berlin. Combat-ready 
Fighters and Fighterbombers of the Red Air Force are 
based on ten military airfields in the vicinity of Berlin. 
Twenty (20) Divisions, some of them highly mobile, 
in training or on maneuvers in the Soviet Zone are 
available to the Russian High Command for use against 
the city within a matter of hours. At distances that can 
be covered in a day, Russian armored formations are on 
call on the Baltic Sea, in Saxony and Thuringia. 


The Russian forces are supplemented by East-Ger- 
man formations, in various stages of training and or- 
ganization. Initially, the Red German regime was satis- 
fied with “security forces” i.e., police and border-guards. 
This was the original “Volks-Polizei” or “Vopos.” This 
body is still in existence, equipped far beyond normal 
police duties, but gradually a regular Army emerged, 
the “National People’s Army” (N.V.A.). This is an 
organized, professional Army with veteran “cadres.” 
With a superb feeling for psychological values, the new 
Red Army retained all “Reichswehr” uniforms and in- 
signias; they did not “ape” Russian uniforms; they re- 
tained a nostalgic fiction and fell heir to a great tradi- 
tion. This Army of six Divisions has ringed Berlin with 
fourteen garrisons in nearby towns like Potsdam, 
Oranienburg and Strasbourg. 


".ece East Berlin is 
lonesome. Why not 
come in ? " 
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wEr fiihlt sich doch so allein... 


Berlin dates back to the 12th Century when the Saxon North Mark 
was founded by Albert the Bear. The City Coat-of-Arms contains 
the figure of a Bear with a heavy Crown. The Mark ultimately 
became the Province of Brandenburg. The cartoon plays on the 
Coat-of-Arms. 


Latest reports from the Soviet Zone indicate that 
N.V.A. Divisions take part habitually in extensive, joint 
atomic maneuvers with the Red Army. In the mean- 
time, the United States are quibbling whether to en- 
trust atomic-arms to their Allies, virtually forcing de 
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Gaulle into an expensive nuclear armament race. The 
attached Map, showing time-action radii of hostile 
forces, converging on Berlin, speaks for itself. 


SUMMING UP THE SITUATION 


We must view the Berlin “outpost position” against 
this somber background. The tone of the “Berliner 
Illustrirte” is brave and we applaud it — though a cyn- 
ical view might call it “whistling in the dark.” But we 
also applaud a sober listing of military, social and eco- 
nomic facts. There are some shrewd comments by for- 
eign writers (British, French, Swiss) who have 
contributed to the “Berliner,” viz: 


1. A Bid for Allied Political Unity: The search for 
isolated solutions to the problem of Berlin is not the 
wisest response to Khrushchev’s provocations. Nothing 
less than a nation’s right to self rule, Germany’s right to 
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vote for unity in free elections, can end the Berlin’ 
anomaly .... 


2. The Hoax of a “Free City”: The many proposals? 
for a “Free City” in West Berlin, a kind of Danzig on’ 
the Spree, are dangerous nonsense. The Communist de- 
sire is first to throttle, then strangle Berlin. For the 
present, no solution of the Berlin problem (status quo) 
is better than a bad solution . . . 


3. East-Germany— A Red Colony: Since the revolt 
of June 17, 1953, the self styled “Workers Republic” of} 
the Soviet Zone wears the brand of Cain. Walter Ulbricht: 
and Otto Grotewohl are red regents by the grace of Mos- 
cow. Twelve years of mass flight from the “Workers’ 
paradise” is a daily plebiscite against the Red regime . . .) 


In the framework of the general East-West confli¢ 


the official position of responsible Allied statesmen w 
bound to be inflexible. President Kennedy is on reco 
in a recent message: 


“, .. The world must know that we will fight _ 
for Berlin. We will never permit that city to- 
fall under Communist influence. We are de- 
fending the freedom of Paris and New York’ 
when we stand up for freedom in Berlin. A_ 
strong stand in Berlin and a strong American 
policy vis-a-vis Moscow are the two essential ele- 
ments needed to restore the unity of Germany.” 


And Chancellor Adenauer stated: 


“We are distressed that the destiny of Ber- 
lin hangs by so thin a thread. We are distressed 
that the Soviet Zone has been sliced away from 
the rest of Germany, that 17 Million Germans — 
live today in bondage, with no rights, no free- 
dom. The Russians say we Germans must pay 
for the lost war. I agree. Indeed we must pay — 
but we must not be asked to pay with the liberty 
of 17 million.” ; 











SUPPLEMENTAL READING 
FOR CHRISTIAN CRUSADERS 


THE UNITED NATIONS: PLANNED 
TYRANNY by Orval Watts 


With sincerity and simplicity, Dr. Watts ar- 
gues that the UN, as presently constituted, is 
reactionary rather than liberal—a step away 
from freedom and not toward it, and that in- 
stead of being an instrument for peace it assures 
a state of perpetual war and hence is actually a 
blueprint for world tyranny. 


150 pages $3.00 





CHRISTIAN CRUSADE, Tulsa 2, Okla. 

Send me : _..... copies of “THE UNITED NATIONS: © 
PLANNED TYRANNY.” I enclose $_.... 
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“COURT” (Continued from page 2) 


American system of constitutional law. It is free to 
make up its own rules and render any judgment its 
members agree on, as influenced by each judge’s own 
particular legal concepts . . . and, as influenced by his 
national pride or interest. In addition, there can be no 


appeal. 


WE DO NOT STAND ALONE 


Many other members of the U.N. have reserva- 
tions similar to the CONNALLY Reservation . . . how- 
ever it is only ours which is under attack by the inter- 
nationalists. Quite obviously, those nations no not want 
the World Court meddling in their domestic affairs 
and there does not appear to be any good reason why 
it should be permitted to meddle in ours . . . and it 
will meddle in ours if it has the power to determine in 
the first instance what are domestic and what are inter- 
national matters. 


These world-government minded people have no 
constitutional right to place Americans at the mercy 
of this World Court. Article III, Section I of our Con- 
stitution provides that, “The judicial power of the 
United States shall be vested in one supreme court, 
and in such inferior courts as the Congress may from 
time to time ordain and establish.” It further provides 


that the judges of these courts “shall hold their offices 
during good behavior .. .” How could Congress fulfill 
this responsibility if American judicial power is turned 
over to a World Court? 


FROM SUPREME COURT TO WORLD COURT 


We have witnessed our lifetime appointed Supreme 
Court exercise absolute and unrestrained power; nullify 
acts of Congress; usurp legislative powers and apply its 
legislation to past transactions, not to mention its hav- 
ing decreed itself to be the supreme law of the land, 
the U.S. Constitution often contrary to its decisions . . . 
all with absolute impunity and complete immunity. 


It will be recalled that Chief Justice Vinson and 
two associate justices of the Supreme Court voted to 
uphold Pres. Truman’s seizure of the nation’s steel in- 
dustry on the ground that the U.N. Charter obligated 
the U.S.A. to resist aggression in Korea and therefore 
authorized the President to take any steps he deemed 
iM Necessary in the prosecution of the war. This was an 
# attempt to decree judicially that the U.N. Charter, a 
treaty, supersedes the U.S. Constitution . . . an attempt 
fg X0 less than by the very court which exists solely and 
ig only by virtue of the Constitution which it sought to 
# supersede by an international treaty. It is the duty of 
im Congress to safeguard the American people against any 
possibility that the Constitution could or would be su- 
perseded by the U.N. Charter. 
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BRITAIN LOOKS AHEAD 


In 1957, the British Government published a White 
Paper outlining their reservations to accepting juris- 
diction of the World Court. These were that (1) 
Britain will no longer accept the Court’s jurisdiction 
in “disputes on questions which affect national security 
of Britain or any of her dependent territories,’ (2) 
Britain will no longer accept the Court’s jurisdiction in 
“disputes in respect of which any other party to the 
dispute has accepted the compulsory jurisdiction . 
only for the purpose of the dispute; or where the ac- 
ceptance of the Court’s . . . jurisdiction (by another 
nation) ... was... ratified less than 12 months prior 
to... the dispute before the court.” In other words, 
Britain is protecting herself against any nation which 
would agree to the Court’s jurisdiction and then bring 
a dispute before it because they felt it had reached the 
point where they could win the case. This is exactly 
what the Communist nations would do. They would 
not take a case before the World Court unless they 
were sure that they could win the case. 


Only three nations — Haiti, Nicaragua and Para- 
guay — have accepted the jurisdiction of the World 
Court without reservation. Twenty-one nations have 
reservations somewhat less strict than those of the 
United States. Six nations have reservations practically 
identical with ours. More than half of the member 
nations have not accepted the World Court in any 
sense. The reservations made by Great Britain, France, 
Australia, Canada and New Zealand are as strict, or 
more so, as those our country has. Yet, those who are 
determined to bring about a complete change in our 
form of government demand that the United States 
throw itself completely at the mercy of the World 
Court. Included among those subjugation advocates are 
the officials of the National Council of Churches. In 
their meeting at San Francisco, California, during De- 
cember, 1960 they said, “Our nation should abrogate 
self-appointed power to deny to the Court its legitimate 
jurisdiction.” They claim this would increase the “rule 
of law for developing a community of nations.” 


PRO-COMMUNIST U.S. MEMBER OF W.C. 


The recently elected United States member on the 
World Court is Phillip C. Jessup, whom the United 
Nations chose on November 16, 1960 for a nine-year 
term. Just prior to Mr. Jessup’s appointment, Repre- 
sentative John R. Pillion of New York sent telegrams 
to President Eisenhower and President-elect Kennedy 
opposing his selection. The Legislator charged Mr. 
Jessup with “surrender to pro-Communist causes.” A 
view of his record gives ample substantiation to the 
charge. 


Mr. Jessup was Chairman of the Institute of Pacific 
Relations on its American Council from 1939 to 1940. 
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From 1939 to 1942, he was Chairman of its Pacific 
Council, both Councils being Policy-making bodies. 
After months of investigation into the Institute of Pa- 
cific Relations (IPR) and those connected with it, the 
Senate Internal Security Subcommittee released a 226- 
page report on the organization in July 1952. The 
printed hearings covered thousands of pages. The 
Subcommittee said: 


“,.. the IPR has been considered by the American 
Communist Party and by Soviet officials as an instru- 
ment of Communist policy, propaganda and military 
intelligence. The IPR disseminated and sought to popu- 
larize false information including information originat- 
ing from Soviet and Communist sources. A small core 
of officials and staff members carried the main burden 
of IPR activities and directed its administration and 
policies. Members of the small core of officials and 
staff members who controlled the IPR were either Com- 
munists or pro-Communists . . . The effective leader- 
ship of the IPR often sought to deceive IPR contribu- 
tors and supporters as to the true character and activities 
of the organization . . . The effective leadership of the 
IPR used IPR prestige to promote the interests of the 
Soviet Union in the United States .. . The IPR was a 
vehicle used by the Communists to orientate American 
Far Eastern policies toward Communist objectives . . . 
The net effect of IPR activities on United States public 
opinion has been such as to serve international Com- 
munist interests and to affect adversely the interests of 
the United States.” 


JESSUP’S STRANGE CHARACTER JUDGEMENT 


According to an editorial in the Indianapolis Star, 
Jessup was assistant secretary general of the Bretton 
Woods conference and was a member of the United 
States delegation to the meeting at San Francisco in 
which the United Nations was formed. In these enter- 
prises he was closely associated with Alger Hiss, who 
was convicted of perjury. Jessup was a character wit- 
ness for Hiss when Hiss was tried on charges of lying. 
Jessup remarked after Hiss’s conviction that he found 
no reason whatsoever to change his opinion about Hiss’s 
veracity, loyalty and integrity. The late Senator Joe 
McCarthy has accused Dr. Jessup of “an affinity for 
Communist causes.” 


; Jessup was senior advisor to Secretary of State Dean 

Acheson, and was editor of Acheson’s white paper on 
the role of the United States in the loss of China to the 
Reds. 


Jessup’s loyalty was challenged twice by Senate 
Subcommittees. In the first challenge he was cleared. 
As a result of the second he was denied Senate confirma- 
tion of an appointment as delegate to the United Na- 
tions. Former President Harry Truman ignored this 
verdict of the Senate Committee and appointed Mr. 
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Jessup a U.S. Delegate to the Sixth General Assembly 
of the U.N. as an “interim appointment.” Resigning 
from the appointment on the last day of the Truman 
administration, Mr. Jessup received glowing praise from 
the President. Mr. Truman praised the “courage and 
zeal with which (Mr. Jessup) served your country at 
all times and under all conditions. 


“Many of your fellow citizens know and appreciate 
your contribution to the security of our country and the 
peace of the world.” 


ANTI-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES CONTINUE 


According to Florence Fowler Lyons’ Reports on 
UNESCO, “In January (1960), Jessup submitted a 
statement during the hearings on S. Res. 94 to repeal 
the Connally Amendment, demanding immediate te. 
peal. He boasted that since 1929 he has worked to 
lure the U.S.A. into the World Court trap . . . He 
pointed with pride to the fact that the U.S.A. is now 
deep in the trap, thanks to the fact that U.N. planners 
deliberately made the U.N. World Court Statute an 
integral part of the U.N. Charter itself. 


““Jessup’s most recent ‘activity’ was his appearance 
in June 1960 as a witness demanding Senate ratifica- 
tion of the UNESCO inspired, monstrously Pro-Soviet 
‘Antarctic Treaty,’ which now legally has installed the 
Soviet Union in the Antarctic where it had no legiti- 
mate claim to be. (Herman) Phleger, who helped 
nominate Jessup, was U.S. negotiator on this fantastic 
sell-out of American best interests to those of the Com- 
munist Conspiracy.” 


AN OMINOUS FUTURE AWAITS US 


With this type of strange American as our member 
on the World Court, with two members from Com- 
munist-conspiracy nations, and others from pro-Com- 
munist and socialist nations whose concept of justice 
is far different from ours, any thinking American can 
see the ominous storm warnings for the future of our 
nation and its citizens if control over our court cases 1s 
turned over to this World Court body. If these left 
wing politicians succeed in hoodwinking the American 
people and Congress, and are successful in repealing 
the Connally reservation, we would leave ourselves 
wide open for lecherous countries to bedevil us with 
lawsuits aimed at taking away everything of value we 
possess. The present make-up of the Court would cer- 
tainly give us no assurance that we would win such 
cases. 


A concerted letter-writing campaign is cer- 
tainly in order to let our Congressmen and Sen- 
ators know that we have no intention of letting 
enemy nations decide issues vital to the security 
and well-being of the United States. The Con- 
nally Reservation must not be repealed! 


March 24, 196! 
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